such historical misunderstanding, and that Columbus, the symbol, will continue to overshadow Columbus, the person.
The written word will endure long after the parades are over, the beauty contests won, and the tall ships sail out of the harbors. More so than in the United States, scholarship was part of the Tricentennial festivities in late eighteenth-century Europe, when the Spanish government authorized a multivolume edition of documents relating to Columbus, and during the quadricentenary with the publication of additional Columbiana by the Italian Columbus Commission. 1 Both historical editions have made a lasting contribution to scholarship on Columbus and other European voyagers. Not to be outdone in the late twentieth century, historians, other professionals, and amateurs have responded to the United States quincentenary by publishing a multitude of books and articles pertaining in some way to the "Encounter," the term officially endorsed by the National Endowment for the Humanities to describe the meeting of the Old and New Worlds in 1492. Recognizing the opportunities provided by occupying center stage, most authors, whether scholarly or popular, aim to reach the general audience with readable studies of Columbus. The five books under review here are typical of the Columbus publications prepared in time for the quincentennial year. In assessing Columbus and his impact, these authors include the mythmakers, the "PC" advocates, and journalists-turned-historians, as well as professional scholars reaching beyond the walls of the academy.
How like to believe he is taking on the scholars, his battle is largely with the ingrained popular images of Columbus.
According to Sale, fifteenth-century Europe, materialistic, violent, intolerant, and disease-ridden, was a sick society in need of regeneration. Europe would survive its misery only by finding other peoples to exploit. The culture that landed in the New World in 1492 needed a "means to expand to foreign shores and relief from the inbred despondency and institutional decadence to which it had for so many decades been a victim" (p. 72). Europeans, however failed to revitalize their societies when they destroyed Paradise in the New World, an unspoiled land inhabited by pacifistic, harmonious, and nonmaterialistic peoples who embraced sound ecological values. The voyages of Columbus started the process by which "a single (Western) culture came to dominate as never before all the other cultures in the world7 to impose its languages in other mouths, its clothes on their backs, its values in their hearts and to accumulate to itself the power that now enables it to determine nothing less then the destiny of the world" (p. 27). In conquering Paradise, the West lost the opportunity to regenerate itself, although we and the planet now can be saved by rejecting materialism and embracing an organic and tribal approach to life: '<There is only one way to live in America, and there can be only one way, and that is as Americans-the original Americans for that is what the earth of America demands" (E) 369).
Sale has nothing positive to say about Columbus. The dethroned hero is portrayed as a person who is stubborn, duplicitous7 moody, self-serving and selfish. His many deceptions can be explained by a'sfailure to distinguish the real world from the illusory the experienced from the imagined, which we call madness>' (p. 50). Sale even questions Columbus's ability as an explorer. He is described as a"wretched mariner" (p. 209), and luck is the explanation whenever Columbus does the nautically correct thing Sale never loses an opportunity to lessen the accomplishments and, hence, the stature of Columbus. He painstakingly notes that Columbus is not the first European discoverer of the Western Hemisphere since, in addition to the Norse explorations of the tenth century, there is "a body of strong and generally persuasive evidence" that suggests many other sightings and possibly landings in North America before 1492 (p. 70). Columbus, the working-class sailor, is also criticized for not being a well-versed naturalist able to accurately deseribe the unfamiliar flora and fauna of the Caribbean: C'it is a disappointment nonetheless that the Great Discoverer of the New World turns out to be quite so simple, quite so inexperienced, in the ways of discovering his environment" (pp. Taviani unapologetically fosters the larger-than-life version of Columbus. Confusing strong personality traits with greatness, he believes that "Columbus is worthy of myth, for his maritime genius, his fanatic stubbornness, his faith, his charm and for the colossal undertaking that he brought to a successful conclusion" (p. 68). Taviani attributes to Columbus a "superhuman character" and "a brilliant (intuition) even in its errors" (pp. 7, 69). As if that were not sufflcient, Columbus possesses other extraordinary gifts, including an "exceptional sense of smell" which enabled him to sense winds and currents (p. 13). This is truly an Olympian figure who stands far above his contemporaries, with perhaps the exception of other major figures of the Italian Renaissance. According to Taviani, Columbus "symbolizes the creative genius of Italy ' which shaped the beginning of the modern era (p. 263).
Although he succumbs to Italian boosterism, Taviani does not believe he creates a mythological view of Columbus since he, unlike other historians who "attribute to Columbus all virtues while denying him the least defect," is willing to acknowledge that the hero is no saint (p. 98). Columbus's limitations are duly noted, particularly his mistreatment of the Indians and mismanagement of colonial affairs in the Caribbean. The Columbus that finally emerges is a complex individual, full of contradictions, but still deserving of praise and veneration.
Still, Taviani, a modern admirer of Columbus, does not offer a detached assessment of the man and his accomplishments. The result is an antiquated, romantic account compromised by a limited historical context and an abuse of historical evidence. Through the images created, Columbus: The Great Adventure is reminiscent of a textbook rendition of a popular hero. We find the youthful Columbus "dreaming of the horizon. . . dreaming of the day when he will finally reach it" (p. 6). Several love affairs do not stand in the way of his "unquenchable passion" to sail westward, although the mother of his illegitimate son stood by her man when he was initially rejected by the Spanish sovereigns, "the moment of his greatest discomfiture" (p. 70).
Taviani provides insufficient context to understand the issues, preferring instead to focus on the character of Columbus, an approach that elevates the man above his era. The misuse of historical evidence likewise contributes to the pervasive iconolatry. Taviani uncritically relies on the biography produced by Columbus's son, Ferdinand, a sixteenth-century homage that helped to create the Columbian legend. A telling statement about Taviani's methodology is his claim that hypotheses "cannot be ruled out even if there is no documentation to support" them (p. 30). Under this rubric, he draws a number of conclusions, such as his assertion that Columbus learned of the New World on an alleged voyage to Iceland, based not on evidence, but on speculation and conviction. Taviani seems to confuse readability with novelistic license.
This history as hero worship suffers from a severe conceptual problem. If one heaps praise on Columbus for his accomplishments and positive contributions, then one also must place the blame on him for the negative consequences arising from the Encounter. But Taviani, limited by his nationalism and unaware of his contradictions, is not willing to be evenhanded in assigning praise or blame. Whenever a black mark appears on the Columbian slate, such as the enslavement of the Indians, Taviani explains it by describing Columbus as someone typical of his era: "Columbus lived in his own time, was a man of his own time, thinking like the leaders and others of his time" (p. 103). Taviani is hard-pressed to be consistent in assessing his protagonist.
History as mythology, whether written by an advocate like Taviani or a debunker like Sale, is not good history. In these two cases, the past is abused to further either a nationalistic or ecological agenda, and the public once again fails to fully understand the past and its meaning for us today.
A more successful popular study of Columbus has been written by John Noble Wilford, the Pulitzer Prize-winning science correspondent for The New York Times. While researching a piece on underwater archaeology, Wilford became intrigued with the public's general ignorance of Columbus. Since we know so little about his ships, Wilford wondered what else we did not know, and "soon learned how long is this list of uncertainties" (p. xi). The resulting book, The Mysteri,ous History of Columbus, explores the "Columbian mysteries," that is, historical issues which historians and others have debated since the Encounter. Wilford pays particular attention to how this information about Columbus has been generated as well as to the changing reputation of the Great Explorer over the centuries. His ultimate objective is to make these topics understandable to the public and guide the "readers who are sure to-be overwhelmed during the Columbian Quincentennial with a puzzling mix of interpretation, hypothesis, and both popular and scholarly rehearsals of every imaginable aspect of the man and his discoveries" (p. xii).
What emerges from this synthesis of historical knowledge is a Columbus without the myths, a person who represents the best and worst of humanity. Wilford portrays Columbus as a mariner of great skill and intuition who is courageous, pious, bold, ambitious, charismatic, and proud, as well as overly optimistic, disingenuous, vain, prone to mistakes, and orthodox in thought. He was both a gifted explorer and an errorprone imperialist. His uniqueness was not in inventing the notion of sailing west to the Orient, but in his obsession and persistence in following his beliefs. He was a man of his time, but an extraordinary man whose determination and enthusiasm deservedly "secured for him an exalted Wilford has compiled a highly readable, well-balanced overview of the issues raised about Columbus and his legacy. For instance, European mistreatment of the Indians is detailed, but so is Spain's grappling with the moral dilemma that resulted. Most laudable is Wilford's effort to make the historical process understandable to the public. He tells the reader that "history is not only what happened long ago but it is also the perception by succeeding generations of those events and those people," and accordingly, historical works are "interim reports" on the past since they represent changing views on what happened (pp. xii-xiii). He illustrates how history is written by discussing evidence and interpretation surrounding most of the Columbian issues. He notes that the history of Columbus is "frustratingly incomplete>' due to ambiguous and conflicting documentation as well as a lack of sources. This, he tells his readers, makes truth a slippery notion since "serious historians can honestly arrive at widely dfflering interpretations of motives and actions" (pp. x, 17). professional accounts of Columbus that have proliferated in bookstands in anticipation of the 1992 commemoration. FernAndez-Armesto, not one to mince words, laments that readers have been badly misled by "many wellmeaning amateurs" (p. vii). These three Columbian scholars contend that such popular and journalistic accounts, composed by nonspecialists who lack historical knowledge of the period and who do not understand the difference between persuasive rhetoric and persuasive scholarly argument, suffer from improper use and presentation of evidence as well as an uncontrolled imagination. And as noted by the Phillipses, even "serious historians have succumbed to the heroic Columbus" (p. 7). Their concern is that the legacy of the quincentenary will be negative and that the real Columbus will still be obscured, either by legendary accounts or revisionist political activism.
The historical profession is not spared the criticism of these three authors, who note that scholars have been remiss in not presenting their expertise about Columbus to a public nurtured on simplistic and often erroneous notions of the man. This aloofness has enabled popular authors and journalists to fill the resulting vacuum. These two books are a response to the call for professional historians to offer their "best evidence about Columbus and his worlds to a broad reading public" (Phillips and Phillips, Fernandez-Armesto's objective was to write a book based "on the belief that readers want unadorned facts about Columbus, as far as they can be elicited" in order "to satisfy [those] who want to make their own choices from within the range of genuine possibilities" (pp. vii-viii). While he believes context is essential for providing a broader understanding of the era, it plays a significantly smaller role than in the Phillipses' account. The major focus for Fernandez-Armesto is the mind of Columbus, his mental world. Context is offered mainly to understand his intellectual formation.
The two books share similar perspectives on most major issues, and both provide a sound overview of Columbian historiography, replete with its "misconceptions," "silly theories," and "undisciplined speculations," to prepare the reader for the story of Columbus (Fernandez-Armesto, p. vii) . In addition, the three authors address the need to treat Columbus as a human being, not a hero, in order to demystify the Columbian legend. Myths, such as an indigenous paradise, are rejected by offering evidence. The "romantic veneer" of legendary histories is stripped away by calling various stories "fabrications" and proving it (Phillips and Phillips, pp. 114-15).
The Phillipses and Fernandez-Armesto come down hard on Columbus, pointing out his many limitations, but placing his ideas and behavior within the context of the period. Columbus is a multifaceted individual, a human figure with vices as well as virtues. His extraordinary personal and nautical gifts, perseverance, charisma, and conviction enabled him to successfilly undertake the voyages, although political ineptness and fear of failure ultimately led to disillusionment and defeat at the Spanish court. As the Phillipses succinctly note, "Columbus s enterprise of the Indies, so long in the planning, would quickly outgrow his abilities" (p. 186).
Nor is Columbus viewed as an innovator by the three scholars. His notion of sailing west grew slowly and was shared by others in Europe at that time, most notably Toscanelli. His innovation, then, was in combining existing knowledge with the firm conviction that he could carry it off. This, according to the scholars, is what made Columbus unique, for "someone else would have taken that step (of sailing across the Atlantic), even if Columbus had never lived'7 (Phillips and Phillips, p. 242). This demythologized view of Columbus places him as a representative figure of his era. He had no unique vision; he was not a genius, not a "lonely man of destiny, who struggled against prevailing orthodoxy to realize a dream that was ahead of its time" (Fernandez-Armesto, p. 21). Yet his fame is earned, deservedly so the authors contend, primarily because of his perseverance and for being in the right place at the right time.
The Phillipses and Fernandez-Armesto render excellent accounts which, through primary research, offer refreshing insights into Columbus and his legacy. Both place him squarely within the context of his time, making him and his actions understandable against a backdrop of emerging capitalism, changing religious attitudes, and expanding royal power. Both frequently discuss the authenticity and reliability of sources and point out to the reader the need to corroborate Columbus's own writings either through other authors or the historical context. An important difference between the two works is that the Phillipses undertake a more in-depth critical assessment of the evidence and carefully take the reader through the original and secondary literature on the key issues, thereby offering a number of lessons in historical analysis.
For this and other reasons, the Phillipses are more successful than Fernandez-Armesto in reaching the broader public. Theirs is a more complete account of the times, events, attitudes, and consequences while Fernandez-Armesto's approach is not as broadly based nor as well written. An occasionally impenetrable writing style compromises his effort to speak to a nonspecialist audience. The Phillipses are to be commended for doing what so few professional historians have successfillly done, publishing a work that can serve as a case study of the historical method for both an academic and a popular audience.
The Columbian celebrations of a century ago reinforced in popular circles the heroic image of Columbus, in spite of the emerging critical scholarship which afforded a more realistic view of the man and his accomplishments. Will the legacy of the 1992 commemoration share a similar fate? Quincentenary publications, a collection of both scholarly and more popular works, once again send a mixed message regarding Columbus and his legacy. Will the more scholarly endeavors finally undermine the mythological images of Columbus as hero or villain and become integrated into the popular historical consciousness? Which view of the Columbian legacy will come to dominate the historical stage this year and beyond? Such questions are germane to the role and influence of the historical profession in American society. Do we as historians have any impact on anyone but ourselves? Is it the historians or the popular mythmakers who play the more crucial role in shaping an understanding of the past among the public? Often those who assault history as mythology come under attack by those who use history for political and other purposes. To the cheers of the crowd at Columbus Day ceremonies in 1892, Chauncey Depew, the President of the New York Railroad, chastised scholars who depicted a Columbus with feet of clay: "If there is anything which I detest more than another it is that spirit of critical historical inquiry which doubts everything; that modern spirit which destroys all the illusions and all the heroes which have been the inspiration of patriotism through all the centuries."8 Juxtaposed with more recent criticisms of a <'cultural elite," these views suggest that ventures beyond the walls of the academy may not be so readily embraced, however sound the methodology or noble the intent. 
